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Claims 25, 27-45, 51 and 52 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly 
unpatentable over Applicants' admitted prior art ("AAPA")in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,404,901 
to Itokawa (hereinafter, merely "Itokawa"). 

Claims 53-58 and 70-84 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly 
unpatentable over Applicants' admitted prior art in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,812,787 to Astle 
(hereinafter, merely "Astle"). 
III. RESPONSE TO REJECTIONS 



Claim 25 recites, inter alia: 

"A signal processing apparatus comprising: 

. . . adjust distortion produced by projection according 
to the significant information ." (Emphasis added) 

Page 2 of the Office Action cites to paragraph [0008], which states, "[mjoreover. 



the data, distorted by projection, also includes the significant information for correcting the 
distortion". While this describes that the data, distorted by projection, also includes the 
significant information for correcting the distortion, it does not teach or suggest how the 
correction of distortion is carried out. Claim 25, however, specifically recites that the 
distortion is adjusted based on th e significant information. 

Therefore, Applicants respectfiiUy submit that Itokawa and AAPA fail to teach or 
suggest the above-identified features of claim 25 

For reasons similar to, or somewhat similar to, those described above with regard 
to independent claim 25, independent claims 51 and 52 are also believed to be patentable. 



Claim 53 recites, inter alia: 



"A signal processing apparatus comprising: 
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a signal processor configured to extract significant 
information, buried by projection ft-om said second signal, by 
performing signal processing on said second signal, and to 
generate a third signal alleviated in distortion caused by 
integrating effects of said sensor as compared to said second 
signal according to the significant information ." (Emphasis 
added) 

Applicants respectfully submit that Astle and AAPA do not teach or suggest a 



signal processing apparatus comprising a signal processor configured to extract significant 
information, buried by projection fi-om said second signal, by performing signal processing on 
said second signal, and to generate a third signal alleviated in distortion as compared to said 
second signal according to the significant information , as recited in claim 53. AppUcants submit 
that the background and foreground changes, as described in Astle, does not teach or suggest 
generating a third signal with alleviated distortion caused by integrating effects of the sensor, as 
recited in claim 53. Applicants appreciate the remarks on page 3 of the outstanding Office 
Action; however. Applicants respectfully disagree with the discussion of motion blur (and the 
introduction of U.S. Patent 6,567,192 to Toyomura). Applicants submit it is improper for the 
Office Action to create a mosaic of motion blur (described in U.S. Patent 6,657,192) and Astle to 
use as a basis of rejection of claim 53. 



Therefore, Applicants submit that independent claim 53 is patentable. 

Claim 70 recites, inter alia: 

"A signal processing apparatus. . .comprising: 

a separating unit configured to separate said mixed area 
in units of a pixel into said foreground object component and 
said background object component based on the specified 
results by said area specifying unit and said mixing ratio ." 

(Emphasis added) 
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Applicants respectfully submit that Astle and AAPA fail to teach or suggest the 
above-identified features of claim 70. Specifically, there is no teaching or suggestion of a signal 
processing apparatus comprising a separating unit configured to separate said mixed area in units 
of a pixel into said foreground object component and said background object component based 
on the specified results by said area specifying unit and said mixing ratio , as recited in claim 70. 
Specifically, Applicants submit that Astle fails to teach or suggest separating the mixed area in 
units of a pixel into foreground object component and background object component based on 
the mixture ratio, as recited in claim 70. Astle describes a separation bitmap; but does not 
describe how to make the separation bitmap from a natural image. 

Therefore, Applicants submit that independent claim 70 is patentable. 

For reasons similar to, or somewhat similar to, those described above with regard 
to independent claim 70, independent claims 72, 73, 80, 83 and 84 are also believed to be 
patentable. 

Claim 74 recites, inter alia: 

"A signal processing apparatus. . .comprising: 

a mixing ratio detecting unit configured to detect a 
mixing ratio between said foreground object components and 
said background object components at least in said mixed area 
based on the results specified by said area specifying unit and 
areas before and after said mixed area ." (Emphasis added) 

Applicants respectfully submit that Astle and AAPA fail to teach or suggest the 

above-identified features of claim 74. Specifically, there is no teaching or suggestion of a signal 

processing apparatus comprising a mixing ratio detecting unit configured to detect a mixins ratio 

between said foresround object components and said backsround object components at least in 

said mixed area based on the results specified by said area specifying unit and areas before and 
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after said mixed area, as recited in claim 74. This feature is also shovm in Fig. 42 of the 
AppUcation as originally filed, which is not disclosed or suggested in Astle and AAPA. 

Therefore, Applicants submit that independent claim 74 is patentable. 

For reasons similar to, or somewhat similar to, those described above with regard 
to independent claim 74, independent claims 78 and 79 are also believed to be patentable. 

Therefore, Applicants submit that independent claims 25, 51-53, 70, 72-74, 78-80, 
83 and 84 are patentable. 



Respectfully submitted. 



FROMMER LAWRENCE & HAUG LLP 
Attorneys for Applicants 




Thomas F. Presson 
Reg. No. 41,442 
(212) 588-0800 
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